
want, to provide comments and interact with Bellcore on the technical document;

then the BOCs unilaterally decide what the industry will get. Only the BOCs

have authority over Bellcore on what to include or not include in the Bellcore

specifications. Thus, a private standards process results. Although the industry

is ostensibly involved, the BOCs have the final say -- no voting, no consensus,

only the BOCs' selective decision.

CONCLUSION

22. Bellcore is incorrect in claiming that the technical standards

and other industry fora cannot be used to delay the development and

implementation of capabilities needed by non-BOC industry segments. The CIC

delivery issue is an example of actions that are all too frequent in the industry

fora when capabilities and others' needs are counter to the business strategies

of the BOCs. The BOCs are able to dominate and control the outcome of issues.

Even when agreements are reached in the standards or fora on issues, the

good faith of the BOC negotiations resulting in such agreements is questionable,

because the BOCs implement capabilities selectively, or not at all. The generic

requirements process used by the BOCs, and the examples of MF.;SS7 CIP

interworking and the Screen list Editing service discussed in this affidavit further

16



demonstrate how BOCs can control implementation to suit their business

interests. Years can be spent trying to obtain capabilities, with no positive

outcome.

Further Affiant saith not.

.......'~"'P'dO
.-&11."
~,:.

Subscribed and ~defore me
t .s .:Lt!J. day of I 1996.
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Date:
From:

Wed Jan 24, 1996 4:49 pm CDT
Bob Edgerly I MCI ID: 538-5670

TO: * Jim Joerger I MCI ID: 445-4263
Subject: Update - Consolidated status on ClP
Message-Id: 83960124214938/0005385670ND2EM

Latest on LEC support for ClP.

-Bob
v 227-6355

Ameritech

Bell Atlantic

BellSouth

CinnBT

GTE 1 GTOC

Pacific Bell

Tariff Date:
Pricing Structure:
Cost:
1st Year Cost:
Subsequent Annual Cost:

Expected filing date:
Pricing Strucutre:
Cost:
Annual Cost:

Tariff Date:
Pricing Structure:
Cost:
Annual Cost:

Tariff Date:
Pricing Structure:
Cost:
Annual Cost:

Tariff Date:
Cost:

Expected filing date:
Pricing Structure:
Cost:
Annual Cost:

Effective 6/20/95
Per Trunk Group
$40 NRC; $6 RC/Month
$92,736.00
$59,616.00

Early 1996
Per Trunk
$1.50 RC/Month
Approx. $1.6M (still negotiating)
CR told BA we would NOT purchase
ClP at this rate.

Effective February 25, 1996
Per Trunk
$.28 RC/Month
Approx. $364K. MCl will file
against this rate on 1/26.

Effective January 4, 1996
Per Trunk Group
$200 RC/Month
$62,400

Effective November 30, 1995
Free.

April 1996
Per Trunk Group
$45 RC/Month
Approx. $250K-270K

NYNEX Has not committed to implement, proposed costs
were very high. Still pushing ....

SBC (SWBT) Expected filing date:
Pricing Structure:
Cost:
Annual Cost:

Early 1996
Per Call
$.0007 per call
Approx. $1.5M (still negotiating)
CR told SBC we would NOT purchase
ClP at this rate.

SNET Now willing to consider providing based on most



recent "sales pitch" for MeM. Looking at the costs.

Sprint-LTD Tariff Date:
Estimated Cost:

Filed Jan. 16. Effective March 1
Free

USWest Plans to implement. but still examining the costs.
Did present MCl with a cost proposal which was
unacceptable ($l.6M!year). USWest doing further ClP market
research and working with their vendors to reduce cost ....

- 2 -
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...GLltEl
ALLTEL SERVICE CORPORATION

100 Executive Parkway. Hudson. Ohio 44236-1105
Phone (216) 650·7000

CORPORATE CARRIER RELATIONS

April 22, 1988

Mr. Peter Guggina
Mel TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
8283 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22101

Dear Peter:

Based on current information that ALL TEL has accumulated from the
manufacturers and our concern for deviation of "Industry Standards", we
are declining your request to "TEST" a FG-O with CIC.

Wayne Zwald, Vice President-Network, is willing to have an informal
meeting with you following our CLC meeting in May to discuss this
subject in more detail.

Yours truly,

arrh

cc: Wayne Z~ald



LAURENCE A. YOUNG

, . ~ ~,.- - -" ..
.:' ~ ~ i L ..:. ........ -

February 15, 1988

Mr. Peter Guggina
MCI Telecommunications
8283 Greensboro Dr.
McLean, Virginia 22102

Dear Peter,

Jack Saylors has requested that I respond to your Carrier Identification
Code (CIC) questions.

01. Can CIC information be transmitted with ANIon FG 0 originating calls
from end offices connected via direct or tandem trunking arrangements
to the MCI POP?

Response: No

02. If the end office has the capability to transmit the CIC, can the
access tandem forward the CIC to Mel ~ith the ANI?

Response: No, the Cle is used when the end office signals the tandem
office but only for the purpose of selecting the proper FG 0 access
service to the IC. It is not included in the billing information
sequence (ie. KP + II + ANI + ST). The protocol is described in
Technical Reference TR-NPL-000258.

03. What happens to the eIC information in the end office?

Response: The eIe information is used only to determine the end users
pre-subscribed interexchange carrier, thus allowing down stream billing
and routing via a tandem as described above; or the selection of a
direct FG 0 access service to the IC. This is described in the lSSGR
TR-EOY-000064 section 20-24-0000, commonly referred to as the FSO 
Feature Specification Document.



-2-

If Mel is interested in a feature where the eIC would be included as a part
of the billing information stream vendor development would be required.

Please ca"~ me if you require further information.
J

//- --_.. ///

Laurence A. Youn
Di recto r--:::-Tech n

cc: Mr. J •. Saylors
Mr. T. Appenzeller
Ms. S. Platner
Ms. A. Cul1ather



@

Bell Atlantic
George L. Edwards

'.. : "' -; -,:;; ::llre,:·:·
. ::~'a' :---.: ~- -: ~..:'

February 23, 1988

Mr. Pete Guggina
MCI Communications Corporation
8283 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102

Dear Mr. Guggina:

This is in response to your January 11, 1988 request
for information about the availability of providing
Carrier Identification Code (CIC) information with
Automatic Number Identification (ANI) on Feature Group 0
originating access service.

Bell Atlantic's equal access end offices (EAEO) and
the Access Tandem (AT) cannot forward the CIC code to the
IC. The feature requirements of the EAEO and AT, as
specified in the following two documents, do not provide
for such a capability:

1) TR-TS4-000530, Issue 2, July, 1987;

2) FSD20-24-0000, specifically the
InterLATA Carrier/International
Interconnection.

and,

section on
Carrier

To obtain the technical specification documents
detailing this. contact:

Bell Atlantic Research, Inc.
60 New England Avenue
Piscataway, New Jersey 08854-4196
Attn: Document Coordinator
(201) 699-5800

If you have further questions regarding this matter,
please contact me or Steve Collins on 974-5798.

Sincerely.

~J-
j

0053L



@

Bell Atlantic

Robert E. Ingalls. Jr

May 3, 1988

Mr. Peter Guggina
MCr Telecommunications Corporation
8283 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102

Dear Peter,

r am writing as a follow-up to our meeting on April 25 regarding
CIC information. The open questions from the meeting were:

1.) Can Bell Atlantic extend the trial to individual
applications on a Special Assembly basis?

2.) What is the time frame required to incorporate eIe
information in the MF signalling environment?

3. ) Does NTl's update to BeS2d help #2?
r

4.) What is the status of eIC information in the 55?
environment?

The answers are:

1.) The trial can be performed as explained on April 25,
however, it cannot be extended to multiple applications
on a Special Assembly basis. Development work would
be required as the capability to provide this feature
to all interested res would be necessary.

2.) The time frame for incorporating eIC in MF signalling
is two to four years as described on April 25.

3.) It has been confirmed that the NTI Access Tandems can
be equipped to forward ele codes to the Ie. However,
Bell Atlantic does not have this capability in place.
Since less than 20% of the SA Access Tandems are NTI
swi tches, add i ng tha t capabi 1i ty woul d appea r to provi de
only a limited capability to Mer.



4.) The situa t ion with the a II ail abi 1i t Y Gf elei nforma t ion
in SS? is as follows:

- TR 394 original1:, ~ncluded the transmission of ere
information.

- In 1986, TlXl.l rev~ewed this and determined that
the transmission of the e!e was not needed beyond
tne last switch 'n t",e originating l[;T;; (Ena Office
or Access Tandem\. ~~C: Vias a panicioant in these
proceedings.

If Me would 1ik:e tG ,;a','~ thlS Ju,sued and incoroorateC
into TR 394 then the ~o11Gwing steps are necessary:

- Request the service from Bell ~tlantic.

- Bell Atlantic wil1 oropose a new
Information) and service definition
to Bellcore for input into TR 394.

service (ere
and refer it

-- Impact will most likely be seen in 1991-92.

Hopefully, this responds to those questions remalnlng from our
meeting of April 25, 1988. If you 'lave any additional questions,
please give me a call.

Sincerely,

t!~J.~
(for) Bob Ingalls

cc: Wade Wallace
Woody Traylor
Jim Vecchiola



@
BeilSouth Services
'OC C~ase Park Scutr

January 20, 1988

Mr. Peter Guggina
MCI Telecommunications
8283 Greensboro Drive
HcLean, VA 22102

Dear Peter:

This is in response to your letter of January 11, 1988 regarding
provision of Carrier Identification Code (CIC) information with
Automatic Number Identification (ANI) on Feature Group D (FG-D).

Our existing technology does not permit transmission of CIC over
FG-D, whether direct-or tandem-routed. Implementing such a
capability would involve first preparing detailed design
specifications, then having all our end office switch suppliers
develop the feature per the specification. Our experience is that
this process typically requires over two years to complete.

Sincerely,

--'

Joseph R. Loggins
Operations Manager

cc: D. W. Jones
R. B. Robertson
~l . ~. MsElveen
A. P. Jones
R. B. Vogel

A SELLSOUfH Company



W H. McElveen. Jr .. P E.

Sr.e}:::ar Ti-",-ari
~C= ~elece~~unications Corporation
3233 Gree~sboro Drive
Hc'::"e3.n, 1:;" 22102

Dear ~·!r. T i·,.;ar i:

@
BelISouth Services
100 Chase ParI< South

B"mlngnam AlaDa""a J52u
205 985-8261

r: ~~ ~~ ~~ ~. ~ ~ ~

C; .. ~ .;,; ......~..~ - . .t- •

5HEK~,..,:;

, E';Ichr.lc~ SUOMgy ~,l'!~r~"'

"'::1

This is in response to your inquiry about our willingness to
transnit the Carrier Identification Code (Crc) as part of the
A~n strea::1 on originating FG-O calls.

Our investigation indicates that feature development would be
required in the OMS-la, No. 1A and 5 ESS switching systems to
inplenent your request. We understand, however, that a
feature to equip the OMS-100/200 with the desired capability
may already exist. Before we carry our investigation further
and undertake activating and testing the feature, BellSouth
needs to know whether Mel would still want to receive CIC
cedes fron OMS-lOa end offices and OMS-200 access tandems

We also understand that one Region is testing an arrangement
in ~hich direct trunks are entered in translations as tandem
tru~ks so the end office will transmit the desired crc. Our
analysis indicates that this could only be accomplished on
direct groups and that these would have ~o be further
res~ricted to originating traffic only due to problems with
reccrjing in the terminating direction. BellSouth needs to
knc-.,' -..;he-::-:er Mcr would want the requested capability under
-:~cse restrictions.

: e~ccurage you to involve BellSouth's Account Executives,
~2rry Scherer and Phillip Burriss on 205-321-5257 and
~C~-~29-5626 respectively. With a thorough understanding of
yc~r needs, they may be able to offer innovative solutions and
~ere t:-:oroughly represent your interests in internal feature
dele lcpr.:en~ prioritization and future service offerings.

A BEUSOUTH Company



Central Telephone Company

O'Hare Plaza
8725 Higgins Road
Chicago, ,1. 60631
Telephone 312 3992500

January 25, 1988

Mr. Peter Guggina
Mcr Telecommunications Corporation
8283 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia
22102

Dear Mr. Guggina:

/

CENTEL

In response to your letter of January 11, 1988, to James W.
Weith, our access tandem and class five Equal Access Switches do
not have the ability to forward Carrier Identification Code (CrC)
information with Automatic Number Identification (ANI) on
domestic calls, in either direct or access tandem trunking
arrangements.

The manufacturers of these switches confirm this inability and
indicate no immediate plans for such capabilities.

Should you have any questions, please advise.

Sincerely, IJ;;2 /);~/ /1
~.l. Cttuuk
G. R. Church
General Staff Manager
Network & Switching

GRC:F.,T.-J:efb

cc: ~. W. Weith



~8r'e! Ser •.:e:Jrpcrar:or
=.1=: ~~r',:E:2' '.~e~~e' ;::3r~h'2l

= _iould like to respond to yo~~ request for planning i~format~o~

co~ce~n~~g the possibi~ity of receiving Ca~~ier IdentificatioG
Cede (CIC) information wit~ the Au~omatic ~umber Identification
(;'.2r=) cn ?eatu~e Group D (FG:::;) or igina ting access serr:.ce.

with the cu~rent switch soft~are and the current feature
description of fea~ure Group C (TR-NPL-000258), it is not
possible for Contel switching systems to forward the crc code ~o

the ca~rier. This ~estriction applies to both direct and access
tandem ro~~ed calls. ~his inability is a function of featu~e

design and is not an adminis~ratle option available to Ccn~el.

~he only available method of i~plementing your request lS to
c:-.ange ~r.e ~equire17',ents of t::e ::"SSGR 2.nd the technical
specifica~icns for Fe2.tu~e Group D. This would, in turn, alle~

~::e SWltC:: vendors to pr~vide ~he appropri2.~e switch softwa~e"

T-C "/0'''':' n2.ve 2.ny further questions please contact me.

Bl:.j :=irkle
:i~ec~~r - Network Cperati=~s



GTE Service CorooraliOn

;:1'lua~y 25, 1988

~r. ~eter Guggina
~C: Telecommunications Corporatic'l
8283 Greensboro Drive
~cLean, VA 22102

Dear Mr. Guggina:

Carrier Identification Code (CIC) tables are a generic data base feature in
Equal Access End Office (EAEO) switching systems utilized to determine call
routing for direct trunking arrangements, and is only forwarded (to "the"
designated serving access tandem) when access tandem trunking arrangements
have been specified for a particular CIC.

CIC information was a LEe specified feature to enable calls to be routed to
the designated carrier. We did not envision a requirement to forward eIC
information to carriers and, therefore, did not specify the capability be
provided by our switching system vendors.

Should you have any remaining questions or wish to discuss this matter
further, please call me at (214) 453-4824.

Si ncerely,

~
~~

.~~ / ~--a· . :;/:~ ..~--_
~~ ILL :AI1 E. I1AF AD I NI
r1anager - Swi tchi '1g Support

~~H' /cnj /1 062P

A.ttachrlent

cc: K. r- Clark~

C. D. Za retk i
C. E. Flem
J . i. Sorenson



NYNEX Service Comp.ny
., 55 A~enue at 'ne Al'"1erc3.S "lOOf"" JOe ~ew yo,. ~y -'::~36

2' 2391 8750

T P Marshall
'..1anag,nq D"ecwr

=-e8~J3.r,! 9, 1988

~-:r. ?~:er Guggi:1a
:lC ':'eleCO:T:~r:lC=::'=~oJns Corpora: 1 ')n
3:=83 Green~;)()ro JC';2

Jear ~~. GuggIna:

NYNE:~
Service Company

4.'~:lS is in response :'0 ~1o~r lec.:er of Jaruar~' 2..1, ·....'r.icn : ::-~S:-~t::3:Jl'/ ,oj:.:":
not. recei~/e untll re8rua!:'j 2. ::--: t!1at let.:.~r i'oU questl'0r.+2G :.~;e E'?~sl.~i~~'::.;

of :::rans;:1ittlng Carrier Identif:.::ation Code (CIC) i:1for2lation over :=eat-..:~e

Group u trunks. :n :~e c~rrent 3ignaling protocol for FG~ ~run~sf :he C:C
is used excl~sively for routing calls to the designated Interexcr.ange
carrier.

for calls routed to a carrier v:a an access tanden, the originat1ng end
office specifies to the tandem ~~e IC to ~hich t~e call must ~ rou:ed
through a signaling sequence preceding the calling number ident1f1cation
field. This allows the access tandem to select the appropriate IC trunk
group before t~e N~I information is sent, and the CIC information, ~aving

performed its function, 1S no longer available.

Calls routed directly from an orIginating end office to an IC do not requl~e

any further IC identificaton once the specific trunk group is selected. ~he

end office haVIng used ~he dialed lOXXX digies to determine call routing,
:::~ereupon "discards" the CIC 1nfornation before ~I infornation is forwarded
~o the selected IC.

A requirenent for CIC transmission as described in your ietter would requ1re
significant c~anges in the existlng switching generic. If the feature in
::pest iOn 1S only of interest to :-lCI, the generic would be rendered even oore
C0291ex and ~~e developnental and i8Plementation costs increased
comefi.5ur3tely.

:~~QX ~as ~en waiting for sone ~ine for features 1n developmental queue
tJh1C:l r.a';e high priority for UY!:::X, t'le: and the industry as a \-<hole. It
',:o"':.:..J :::>e unrealistic to aSSlID2 ::-.at a leneric chai1ge to accormodate CIC
:ransnlsslon, even If investigatIon proved it feasible, could be introduced
:.n '::-:e near future. [,leI may W1S:--, to consider other -31ternatives, such as
,:::echca:ed trunk groups for spec1:ic crcs._.--- ---

;:e are a'/allac~e to discuss the :-:atter further and to assist in developing
alternate Sol~'=lons should you 0:sh to pursue the probleD with us. In any
case, :f you ~ave any additional questions, please do not hesi~ate to
::,on::act :::e •

.s 1 ncere l:! ,



NYNEX Service Company
. c'J B1cc..-,r,c;aale Roac "0Gf'1 32'S W~lte Plains NY '0605
,.~ ~8:J 2290

William G uPerch
=;.~':~ ·~~araGer

~~.rE'V...'
~..~ ~. "" ......--
Service Company

j 'S, ';23

~r ?e:er Guggina
vCl ~e'ec0mmunica:ions Corporat;cn
3003 ~es~parK )rlve
~cLean, ~A 22'J2

Jear Mr. Guggina.

Approximately six weeks ago you inauired abcut t~e possibility of NYNEX
;orwarding CIC information witn ANIon FG-O originating service.
A:tached you wi 11 find a reply from our tecnnical planning group relative
'::0 this reauest.

Despite the bleak outlook for providing this service quickly, I would be
more than happy to pursue this further with you if appropriate. Please
co not hesitate to call me if I can be of furtner help.

Sincerely,

LJ)! t:lW
~.G. LaPerch
Direc:cr, MCI ~ccount



July 18. 1988

~.G. L6Perch. Director. MCl Account

9 Ill.

rhlS is 11"1 ceply to '''Qur letter regardln.~ the forwardlng of the [,"I"te.'

:dE'.ltlficotlon Code (erC) lnformatlon WI th the AutomatIc Number
j,jE'.-,tlflcation ~ANI) C'11 Feature Grc.up D orlginatlng access S';:>'-V1'::2.

<=-"Esentl,,', In the FG D signallIng protocol. the erc code IS used
·~ycl,,'sivelv for routIng to the pl-oper Intere::change Carrier.

Fo~ c~ils routed via the access tandem, the end office identifies the IC
~o #hlCh the call must be routed in a SIgnaling sequence preceeding the
callIng number identIficatIon fIeld. ThIs allows the access tandem to
seJect the proper re trunk group before the ANI informatIon is sent. The
ere Inform~tion WhICh was sent to the access tandem, haVIng performed Its
functIon, IS no longer avaIlable.

Calls routed directly from the end office to the IC do not reqUIre any
further Ie identifIcation once the specific Ie trunk group IS selected so
the eIe is not forwarded. The end office uses the dialed lOXXX for thIS
routIng and the cre IS then no longer avaIlable.

Inform",l dlScussions WIth our SWItch vendors has confil-med thelt n0ne
('U.- sWItchec;: has the capabIlIty to pelSS on the eIe as a pa,-t c,f the ..... c,.. T

'""1',4 i. •

ThIS requirement. If requested by MCI would reqUIre a change In the local
SWItching generIC reqUIrements which now exist and reqUIre a maJc,r
develop~ent. The vendors would not prOVIde any specifIC cost estImates
...nthout a detaIled reqUIrement but generally feel It would be a maJc,,
development and thIS would be reflected In both the tIme and cost of
·jev'5' 1c,~ment .

If t~e feature IS only applIcable to MCI and not the general Ie communl t •

It we".dd fL'rther complIcate ttle gene,-Ic as weli a.s I"Cre-:l':'? the pc,tel'.tH"l
~0~t to the customer. In addItIon, we have been waItIng for 18-24 ffionths
f;:·,' rrOin. features IoolhiCh ha'",e hIgh prIorIty for both NYNEX. to;:l. c.nd t:h.:::
In·~,,-,-st,-.., as a whole. It woule be ,-'nrealistic to belle';e thc.t thIS t'.·..)e --:,f
.le-~rlC chd '1ge.lf technlcall", feaSIble. could be dOIl-.? <"11)" sc,cn"?,-.

"':.u:d rec(,nme,ld th2t t1CI mal e t:helr
:h0~e partIes L·.ho al-e lllvcolved ,n t;he
." p '0 'l.:,,=o 1 Ioo~hlCh 15 ne·.-'4 elT'ergl'lg.

In~erest in thIS fe",ture L,-,ov..:,-, t:·

develc1pment of the SignalIng :3,.::IEr

[ ",;1', S';)I-,V to be so general 11, IT,v reply bLlt wIthe,ut =pecific l-eq'_llrer"1er,'::
It ;s ClftlC,-tlt to prOVIde you WIth al-,ythIilg mOI-e than ge"er",l l-epl~es,



@
Southwestern Bell
Telephone

, \

Februat-y IU, 1988

Mr. Peter Guggina
Mel Telecommunications Corp.
8283 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 2L102

Dear Mr. Guggina,

This is in response to your letter of January 11, 1988 in vhich
you requested certain information concerning provision of the Carrier
Identification Code (CIC) vith ANIon FG D exchange access service.

The CIC is not contained in the protocol forvarded to inter
exchange carriers utilizing originating FG D exchange access for domestic
calls (reference TR-NPL-000258, Issue I, pages 3-2 and 3-10). This
applies to both direct and tandem connections.

For 1+ MTS traffic, the appropriate CIC is determined from
either the translations associated vith the presubscribed line or the CIC
dialed by the customer via the 10XXX instruction which "overrides" the
presubscribed carrier on a per call basis. The EC switching offices
utilize the CIC to determine (via the "carrier common block" translations)
the appropriate trunk group over which to route the traffic in order to
deliver the call to the appropriate interexchange carrier. This deter
mination is made at the end office (EO) for direct trunking or the access
tandem (AT) for tandem-routed calls. In no case, however, is the CIC
contained in the protocol forwarded on domestic calls to the IC from the
EO or the AT. (The CIC is, hovever. forwarded to the IC on international
calls - see TR-NPL-000258, Issue 1. pages 3-2 and 3-11).

I hope this answers your question. Please let me know if
clarification is needed. (Reference document TR-NPL-000258 has otller
information regarding signaling which may be helpful as well).

Sincerely,



@)
Southwestern Bell
Telephone

Alan Backof

May 23, 1988

Mr. Peter Guggina
Mcr Telecommunications
8283 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102

Dear Peter:

Pursuant to our recent conversation it would be
helpful if you would provide information on the following
areas of CIC transmission:

1) Is this a service that MCI definitely plans on
using in the future;

2) What is Mcr's willingness to utilize this
service if it were a tariff offering;

3) How would MCI like to see this service offered
by Southwestern Bell;

4) How does Mcr intend to utilize this service?

Any input you could provide would be helpful to
Southwestern Bell's Business Opportunity Analysis procedure
which has been initiated to study this request.

As we also discussed, this information is
technically feasible on a direct basis while requiring
development on a tandem basis. The time necessary for this
development would be det8rmined in conjunction with our
vendors, but would certainly be impacted by the level of
interest expressed by our customers.

As more information becomes available, I will keep
you advised. If you have any questions, please contact me.
r will be looking forward to your reply.

Sincerely,



Camer Ahr1letlng
. 8e' :a.,'o,n a MBC 2: 2C
:o?n~'e' Cc;,oraoc S02Q2
~.~ ~ e9;S·2~;S6

Vem Braaksma

" .

March 28, 1988

Mr. Peter Guggina
Senior Manager
HCr Telecommunications Corporation
8283 Greensboro Drive
HcLean, Virginia 22102

Dear Mr. Guggina,

llj..WEST

~u 4Cs~Vns~ to your letter regardi~g the ?o~sibili~y cf ?~cvi~i~g t~e Cz==:e~

Identification Code (CIC) from end offices and tandems on originating Feature
Group D (FG D) service, the following information has been obtained.

The eIC may be transmitted with Automatic Number Identification (ANI) via
direct trunking to an end office. It is not possible at this time, however,
to provision this service from any of the tandems in place within U S West.
The ability to provide this service from the tandems would require software
development and deployment by the vendor of each type of tandem switch.

A significant number of the MCI FG D trunking arrangements in place within U S
West are direct arrangements. In addition, the end offices served by these
direct trunks are often the ones which serve MCr's largest customers. Even
though it is not possible to provide the CIC from the tandems, it may be
possible to accomodate the needs of your marketing group and many MCI
customers with direct trunking.

If you do see a requirement for the Cle from the tandems at some point in the
future, we would be happy to talk with you more about this as well as the
provisioning of the CIC on direct trunks. Please keep in mind that it is
estimated that the development of the ability to provide this service from the
tandems will be,quite expensive and will take some time to initate and deploy.

I apologize for the fact that we were so
we can provide additional information or
further, please call me or Ceil Matson.
and Ceil on (303) 896-6790.

Sincerely,

Vern Braaksma

Copies to: Frank Karash, Mcr
Margaret Bumgarner, U S West
Jerry Sundby, U S West

long in resonding to your letter.
you would like to discuss this
r may be reached on (303) 896-2866
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